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DETAILED ACTION 

Information Disclosure Statement 

1 . The information disclosure statement filed on 04/20/2006 fails to comply with the 
provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97, 1 .98 and MPEP § 609 because reference "Scart Connector" 
Web Page published from Sound and Vision/Engineering/SCART was not submitted 
with the IDS forms therefore it cannot be considered as prior art. 

It has been placed in the application file, but the information referred to therein 
has not been considered as to the merits. Applicant is advised that the date of any re- 
submission of any item of information contained in this information disclosure statement 
or the submission of any missing element(s) will be the date of submission for purposes 
of determining compliance with the requirements based on the time of filing the 
statement, including all certification requirements for statements under 37 CFR 1 .97(e). 
See MPEP § 609.05(a). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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3. Claims 1, 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 19, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Sampsell (Patent No us 6,219,839). Hereinafter referenced as 
Sampsell. 

Regarding claim 1, Sampsell discloses a method for use in a video input 
switching device for configuring devices coupled thereto (Col. 4 lines 17-23), the 
method comprising: 

detecting a device coupled to a video input of the video input switching device 
(Col 8 lines 28-34 also exhibited on fig 1 1 ); 

and prompting a user to select a label for the detected device, wherein the label 
associates the detected device with the video input (Col 8 lines 28-51 fig 11). 

Regarding claim 2, Sampsell discloses the method of claim 1; moreover, 
Sampsell discloses that the detecting step includes the step of detecting a cable 
coupled to the video input (Col 8 lines 28-51 fig 1 1 ). 

Regarding claim 3, Sampsell discloses the method of claim 1; moreover, 
Sampsell discloses that the detecting step includes the step of detecting a signal 
received through the video input (Col. 4 lines 66-67; col. lines 1-10; col. 8 lines 28-51 
also exhibited on figure 1 1 ). 
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Regarding claim 5, Sampsell discloses the method of claim 1 ; moreover, 
Sampsell discloses that the video input switching device is a television set (Col. 4 lines 
5-10 also exhibited on figure 1). 

Regarding claim 7, Sampsell discloses a method for use in a video input 
switching device for configuring devices coupled thereto (Col. 4 lines 17-23), the 
method comprising: 

detecting a device coupled to a video input of the video input switching device 
(Col 8 lines 28-34 also exhibited on fig 1 1 ); 

responsive to the detected device, displaying a picture for prompting a user to 
select a label for use in associating the detected device with the video input (Col 8 lines 
28-51 also exhibited on figure 1 1 ; where the picture displayed is an OSD). 

and receiving a response from the user to select the label that associates the 
detected device with the video input (Col 8 lines 28-51 fig 11). 

Regarding claims 8, 9 and 11, Sampsell discloses all the limitations of claims 8, 
9 and 1 1 ; therefore, claims 8, 9 and 1 1 are rejected for the same reasons as in claims 2, 
3 and 4, respectively. 
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Regarding claim 19, Sampsell discloses a home entertainment system (Col. 4 
lines 17-23), comprising: 

a peripheral device (figure 1 ); 

and a video input switching device having at-least-one video input and coupled to 
the peripheral device through the at-least-one video input (Col 8 lines 28-34 also 
exhibited on fig 11), 

wherein the video input switching device automatically prompts a user to select a 
label for the peripheral device upon detection of the peripheral device through the at- 
least-one video input (Col 8 lines 28-51 also exhibited on figure 11). 

Regarding claims 20 and 21, Sampsell discloses all the limitations of claims 20 
and 21 ; therefore, claims 20 and 21 are rejected for the same reasons as in claims 2 
and 3, respectively. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 4, 10, 13, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sampsell in view of Asakura (Patent No US 6,490,009). Hereinafter, 
referenced as Asakura. 

Regarding claim 4, Sampsell discloses the method of claim 3; moreover, 
Sampsell discloses the detecting a signal step (Col. 4 lines 66-67; col. lines 1-10; col. 8 
lines 28-51 also exhibited on figure 11). 

However, it is noted that Sampsell fails to explicitly disclose prompting the user to 
turn on the device if no signal is initially detected. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Asakura discloses prompting the user 
to turn on the device if no signal is initially detected (Col. 9 lines 36-40; col. 9 lines 60- 
63; where the user notified that the input/out terminal is not connected). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Sampsell by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Asakura, for the purpose of allowing the users to interact 
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with any external device in an efficient manner, thus the user can be protected from any 
misunderstandings. 

Regarding claim 10, Sampsell and Asakura disclose all the limitations of claim 
10; therefore, claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons as in claim 4. 

Regarding claim 13, Sampsell discloses a method for use in a video input 
switching device, the video input switching device including a number of video 
inputs(Col. 4 lines 17-23), the method comprising: 

selecting each one of the number of video inputs and prompting the user to 
select a label from a list of labels for associating the selected video input with a 
particular type of peripheral device (Col 8 lines 28-51 also exhibited on figure 1 1 ). 

However, it is noted that Sampsell fails to explicitly disclose prompting a user to 
turn on each one of a number of peripheral devices coupled to the video input switching 
device. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Asakura discloses prompting a user 
to turn on each one of a number of peripheral devices coupled to the video input 
switching device (Col. 9 lines 36-40; col. 9 lines 60-63; where the user notified that the 
input/out terminal is not connected). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Sampsell by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Asakura, for the purpose of allowing the users to interact 
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with any external device in an efficient manner, thus the user can be protected from any 
misunderstandings. 

Regarding claim 14, Sampsell and Asakura disclose the method of claim 13; 
moreover, Sampsell discloses that the prompting step is only performed if a signal is 
first detected on the selected video input (Col 8 lines 28-51 also exhibited on figure 1 1 ; 
the registry screen appear when receiver detects that a new peripheral device has been 
added to the system). 

Regarding claim 15, Sampsell discloses all the limitations of claim 15; therefore, 
claim 15 is rejected for the same reasons as in claim 5. 

6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sampsell 
in view of Kaiser (Pub No US 2004/0122817). Hereinafter, referenced as Kaiser. 

Regarding claim 6, Sampsell discloses the method of claim 1; moreover, 
Sampsell discloses the prompting step (Col 8 lines 28-51 fig 11). 

However, it is noted that Sampsell fails to explicitly disclose the step of playing 
an audio cue to the user. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Kaiser discloses the step of playing 
an audio cue to the user (Paragraph [0035]). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Sampsell by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Kaiser, for the purpose of allowing the users to interact 
with the on screen display in an efficient and reliable manner, always trying to obtain the 
user's full attention. 



7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sampsell in view of Gospel et al. (Patent No US 6,753,928). Hereinafter, referenced as 
Gospel. 

Regarding claim 12, Sampsell discloses the method of claim 7; moreover, 
Sampsell discloses the displaying a picture step (Col 8 lines 28-51 fig 11; OSD). 

However, it is noted that Sampsell fails to explicitly disclose displaying an image 
derived from a video signal received from the detected device such that the picture is 
overlaid over the image. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Gospel discloses displaying an image 
derived from a video signal received from the detected device such that the picture is 
overlaid over the image (Col. 6 lines 23-34 also exhibited on fig 3; the OSD is displayed 
over the video image from the currently selected device). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Sampsell by specifically providing the elements 
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mentioned above, as taught by Gospel, for the purpose of allowing the users to interact 
with any external device in an efficient and reliable manner. 



8. Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sugihara et al. (Patent No us 6,122,018) in view of Maxson et al. (Pub No US 
2002/0171762) further in view of Rodriguez et al. (Pub NO US 2006/0026665). 
Hereinafter, referenced as Sugihara, Maxson and Rodriguez, respectively. 

Regarding claim 16, Sugihara discloses a method for use in a video input 
switching device (Col. 4 lines 26-43 also exhibited on fig 3A-C), the method comprising: 

storing in memory a table comprising a plurality of entries, where at least one 
entry associates a label with a video input of the video input switching device, wherein 
the label identifies a device connected to the video input (Col. 1 lines 55-58 figs 3A-C). 

However, it is noted that Sugihara fails to explicitly disclose detecting a 
disconnect from the video input switching device of a device entered in the table and 
deleting from the table the disconnected device and the label associated therewith. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Maxson discloses detecting a 
disconnect from the video input switching device of a device entered in the table 
(Paragraph [0093] figs 2A-C; when a device is disconnected the icon that represents it 
get grayed out); 
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and deleting from the table the disconnected device and the label associated 
therewith (Paragraphs [0014] [0089] also exhibited on fig 9B). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Sugihara by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Maxson, for the purpose of allowing the users to have 
more control and manageability over the all the external devices. 

However, it is noted that Sugihara and Maxson still fail to explicitly disclose 
prompting a user to confirm deletion. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Rodriguez discloses prompting a user 
to confirm deletion (Paragraph [0052] also exhibited on figure 6; a user is prompted to 
confirm the deletion of data). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Sugihara and Maxson by specifically providing 
the elements mentioned above, as taught by Rodriguez, for the purpose of 
corroborating the commands inputted by the user. 

Regarding claim 17, Sugihara Maxson and Rodriguez disclose the method of 
claim 16; moreover, Sugihara discloses that the video input switching device is a 
television set (Col. 3 lines 15-20; col. 4 lines 26-43 also exhibited on fig 3A-C). 
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9. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sugihara in view of Maxson further in view of Rodriguez further in view of Kaiser. 

Regarding claim 18, Sugihara, Maxson and Rodriguez discloses the method of 
claim 16; moreover, Sampsell discloses the prompting step (Col 8 lines 28-51 fig 11). 

However, it is noted that Sugihara Maxson and Rodriguez fail to explicitly 
disclose the step of playing an audio cue to the user. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Kaiser discloses the step of playing 
an audio cue to the user (Paragraph [0035]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Sugihara, Maxson and Rodriguez by specifically 
providing the elements mentioned above, as taught by Kaiser, for the purpose of 
allowing the users to interact with the on screen display in an efficient and reliable 
manner, always trying to obtain the user's full attention. 

1 0. Claims 22, 23, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sampsell in view of Sugihara. 

Regarding claim 22, Sampsell discloses a video input switching device (Col. 4 
lines 17-23) comprising: 

a display (Col. 4 lines 1-16 also exhibited on figure 1); 
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a number of video inputs (Col. 4 lines 17-43 also exhibited on figure 1); 

wherein the processor automatically displays the list of labels and prompts the 
user to select from the displayed list when the processor detects that a peripheral 
device has been connected thereto through at least one of the number of video inputs 
(Col 8 lines 28-51 fig 11). 

However, it is noted that Sampsell fails to explicitly disclose a processor and a 
memory for storing a list of labels, at least some of the labels representing a possible 
peripheral device that may be coupled to the video input switching device. 

Nevertheless, in a similar field of endeavor Sugihara discloses a processor (Col. 
3 lines 21-25 fig 1 ; microcomputer 7); 

a memory for storing a list of labels, at least some of the labels representing a 
possible peripheral device that may be coupled to the video input switching device (Col. 
1 lines 55-58). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Sampsell by specifically providing the elements 
mentioned above, as taught by Sugihara, for the purpose of including components that 
are necessary in order to operate the labeling electronic device. 

Regarding claims 23, 24 and 25, Sampsell and Sugihara disclose all the 
limitations of claims 23, 24 and 25; therefore, claims 23, 24 and 25 are rejected for the 
same reasons as in claims 5, 2 and 3, respectively. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JUNIOR O. MENDOZA whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3573. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9am - 5pm 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Koenig can be reached on (571)272-7296. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Junior O Mendoza 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2623 

/J. O. M./ 
July 3, 2008 

/Andrew Y Koenig/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



